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and confidenliality of the proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent a~ provided in the
Section

John Hoffnagle
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I. Executive Summary

ProiectTitle: South Napa River Wetlands Acquisition and Restoration Program

Proiect Description/Ecological Obiectives: The proposed acq~sition and restoration of nearly
350 acres of historical wetlands a~iacent to the Naps River represents a unique opportunity for
restoration of native marshland habitat in the North Bay. The properties proposed for restoration
comprise some of the most important potential restoration sites in the San Francisco Bay estuary
and will, when restored, improve habitat quality for several federally-listed species, including the
Delta smelt and Sacramento splirtail. The Plass and Calvo properties (gee Exhibit 3) have long
been acquisition targets of the Napa County Lan6. "rrust and the State Department of Fish and ¢2ame
(DFG) ~ue to both their importance as historical wetlands and. that they are at risk of development
and annexation into the City of Naps. Once these lands are acquired, proposed restoration will modify
or remove levees and other structural interventions to restore and enhance natural wetland functions.
The~e activities will promote habitat goals specific to this region.

This proposal is the third, in a series of proposals related to the larger proposal to acquire and restore
over 600 acres, "lwo prior proposals have beeu partially approved, providing funding to acquize 150
of these acres.

Justification for Project and CALFED Funding: All of the lowlands proposed for acqdisition am
mamediately adjacent to the DFG’s Napa Marsh Project and all are contemplated tbr aoquisition in
DFG’s cun’ent master plan. The proposal focuses on species and habitats whose restoration will result
in achieving the CALFED mission to "restore ecological health and improve water management for
benefici al uses of the Bay-Delta system..." The CALFED objcclive of "hnprovlng and increasing
aquatic ~md terres/dal habitats and improving ecologic’at functions in the Bay-Delta to support
sustainable populations of diverse and valuable plant and animal species" is clearly addressed by
Ibis proposal. Furthct~mo~ce, ~his propjet! site is located at the "crossroads" of three distinct sources
of development pressure - the City of Naps immediately to the north, the City of American Canyon
(3 miles to +l~e south) and the Naps Airport Induslrial area (1 mile to the southwest), as indicated in
Exhibit 1.

No sigdificant detrimental impacts In third parties are anticipated. Important beneficial impacts to
thc comruunity at large are die mo~t important third party impacts foreseen at this time. Coordination
bcrwacn wetlands acquisitions and the impact of agricultural development on adjacent uplands is an
important consideration in the purchase of these wetlands and the final configuration of property
lincs.

Applicant Qualifications: The Naps County Land Trust (NCLT) seeks to "acquire and p~eserve
natural resources and wildlife areas for the use and enjoyment of present and furore generations, to
p~’eserve and protect historic sites, to educate the public about the wise use of natural resources and to
work with other orgmtizations having similar purposes."

In response to growing development pressures, the NCLT was formed in 1976 by a group ~1" residents
who cared about the Naps Valley and shared concerns about the protection of agricultmal lands,
wetlands, woodlands, watersheds, wildlife habitat, and open space lands that together sustain
ecological diversity and a rural way of lifc. The NCLT is a member-supported, 501(c)(3) non-profit
organization with an annual operating budget of $350,000, funded primarily by membership dues,
charitable contributions t¥om individuals, businesses, and foundations, m~d income b-ore a smsll
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endowment. Worldng pmnm’ily in tl~e private sector, with no ongoing support fiom any taxing
authority or government agency, the NCLT has succeeded in protecting over 11,000 acres of open
space and agricultural land to dare thanks to dedicated volunteer leaders~p and financial support
from loyal members. Operations are carried out by a 15-member Board of Trustees and a small
professional staff.

Approacl~BudgetlSchedide: As indicated above, this is the 3~ intcgratcxl proposal submitted ~tntter
this program. The initial proposals described a large-sonic (over 600-acre) project. Fending has
already been provided - in two phases - in the amotmt of $1,431,000 (of the original total of $8+
million requested and of Ihe $6 million in specific requests made thus far in those two proposals).
We have begun implementation by moving forward with the Ghisletta purchase (scheduled to close
escrow next rnonlh). In the initial proposal, we had proposed a 3-phase approach to this project. In
each of the throe phases, we propose to acquire property, and ultimately transfemng title to DFG once
restoration activities were performed on the properties. These activities will include the breaching
and/or removal of existing lcv~s and the design and construction of new setback levees along the
boundaries between wetlands and uplands, among others. The current proposal, consistent with the
overall plan, would provide for tire purchase of two of the tutai of five (5) parcels orlginally proposed
for acquisition. These properties are owned by the Stewart/Plass and Calve families, and total about
350 acres. The estimated cost to acquire these properties is nearly $3 miliion. (See Exhibits 2A, 2B,
mad 2C).

Pruject costs are delineated by the two categories of Acqmsition & Restoration and Administration,
with the latter category including staff time, overhead, and Wefes~ional services (e.g. appraisers,
attorneys, title and escrow fees). It is estimated that the total cost is as follows: Calve = 204 acres
(@ $5K per acre (est’d)) = $1,020,000; Plass = 150 nares (@ $12K per) = $1.8 million; Restoration
activities = $10t3,000; Administration = $50K; Total = $2.97 million. The cstimal~d pr~3po~ion of
uplands to wetlands (to be confilrned by appraisal) is the cause for the difference in average cost per

Monitorin~ and Data Evaluation - The Califorma Department of Fish and Game (DFG) witl take
fee title ownership to the property upon completion of restoration work by the Army Corps of
Engineers (Spring/Summer 2001) and will maintain il in peq~ettdty, providing flood easements
on these properties to the Nape County Flood Control and Water Conservation District ("District").

Local Support and Coordination: The proposed CALFED project, while beneficial on its own merits,
would also provide a great deal of benefit to the Nape River Flood Protection Project. This project
has been redesigned by the U.S. A~ny Corps of En~neers and the Nape County Flood Control
Water Conservation District, in accordance with Ire "Living River" principles and parameters
articulated by the "Community Coalition fl~r a Nape River Flood Management Plan". It is a notable
exception to most concrete-oriented Army Cotl~s prc:iects. In 1995, a Corps project was designed
which was soundly rejected by botl~ the Nape conmmnity at large and tbe federal, state, and regional
resource agencies (e.g. Bay Area Water Quality Board, State Fish and Game Depm~mm3t, etc.). Since
that time, this Coalition was formed, which included representatives of those resource agencies,
among many otlrer diverse interests. ’l’he process of redesigning the Corps’ project to one which is
more environinentally sensitive is complete, and is currently awaiting the certifiealmn of the Final
Environmental Impact Report/Statement (FEIR/lZF.IS) under both NEPA and CEQA (May 1999).
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!L    PROJECT DESCRIPTION

al Project Description and AoDroach

This project would acquire approximately 350 acres (in this phase) of diked, historic wetlands along
the Napa River for the purpose of restoring esmarine, riparian and aquatic habitat, flood and marsh
plain. This proposN targets the primary objectives of the CALFED program by acquiring lands which
were historicaily part of the San Francisco Bay Axea wetland system, and which directly influence the
SUlWival of several endangered species. These lands are at high risk of conversion to vineyard and/or
urbanization, as evidenced by the annexation of the Stanly Ranch propert~j into the Civy of Napa.

This proposal is presented as the third phase of a 4-phase approach to land acquisition and restoration,
as described in our original application (July 1997). However, full thnding was not provided in the
first two phases, so we have reiterated some of our earlier requests. Specifically, sufficient funds have
11ow been provided for the Ghisletta acquisition (70 acres) and the Giovm~noni acquisition (78 acres).
We are now requesting funding to acquire the two properties which lie between these first two
parcels. These propel~ties are owned by the StewardPlass fmnily (APN # 043-103-017) and the Cairo
family (APN# 043-i03-013). The former property totals nearly 190 acres, of which 150 acres
(approximately) would be acquired, while the latter (Calvo) totals 204 act*s, all of which would be
acquired. As indicated by the Naps River Enhancement Plan and discussed later in this proposal (on
page 8), virtually all of lhese 350 acres would be converted lo emergent tidal marsh once this plan is
implemented.

Once acqui red by the Naps CounW Land Trust, the title to these properties would be conveyed
to the California Department of Fish and Game, along with the responsibility for maintenance thereof.
after tt~e restoration woll~ has been completed. As described in Ihe EAccutivc Summary, rcstoratio~
activities will bc undertaken by the Army Corps of Engin~rs, in partnership with the Flood Control
District.

These restoration aclivities will include planning, design, and construction of setback levees,
modil~ication or ~-emoval ~)f s{~rne existing levees or other structural elements, and, in some ideations,
the use tff emth moving equipment to create a topographic contour more conducive to the creation
of emergent marshland habitat. Current Statu~: Cairo - willing seller (wetland delineations and
appraisals to be undertaken later this year); Stewart/PIass - discussions are underway (wetland
delineations and appraisals will also bc necessary).

b~ Location of Proiect

The project Idea/ion comp~scs the lower reach of the Naps River south of tire City of Naps, where
the river is influcnccd by both fluvial and tidal processes. The bomadary of the project area on the
north is defined by medium-density residential development on South Newport Drive (City of Nape);
to the east by the Naps River itself; and to the South and west by State Highway 29. Adjacent
uplands are anrrently threatened by conversion to vineyard or commcrcial uses.
(See Exhibits 1, 2A-C).

The Naps River drains a 426-square miIc watershed into San Pablo Bay. The river is fully tidal with
an average daily tidal range of 6.6 feet. During the winter, freshwater flows down the river maintain
mostly fresh to brackish water conditions while, in the summer months, salihity increases to
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approximately 75% that of seawater. Early coast and geodetic survey maps and records indicate that
the project area was tidal marshland and the remainder functioned as alluvial floodplain. Levees
co~lstructcd in the early 1900s isolated the raarshlaods from tidal inunda|ion and isolated the
/lo~dplains from the Naps River. Since that time these lands have been systematicalJy converted
agricultural - mostly hay production - m~d urban uses with the threat of additional conversion to
vineyards or housing imminent.

Much of the proposed project site is currently used for cattle grazing and haying. The majority
of rise site is nmpped as "palustcine farmed wetland" by the National Wetiands [x~ventory. The
Horseshoe Bend prope~’ty (owned by Giovm~nont) is mapped as seasonal wetlands.

e~ Proposed Scope of Work

This proposal calls tbr the acquisition of approxth~ately 350 acres of historic wetlands. Once
acquired, the private properties would be restored to their wed and or brackish emergent marsh
functions. Restoration activities will include the breaching and/or removal of existing levees and
Ihe design and construction of new setback levees along the boundaries between the wetlands and
Ihe ~aplands, thereby allowing natm-al processes to run their course.

Elements of doe scope include the buffcring of the wetlands from surrouuding land uses (e,g.
vineyards, grazing) to mSnimize their impacts and the creation a continuous buffet" zone along the
edge between the uplands and the wetlands. The phages will include wetlands dehnearion, appraisal,
planning, feasibility analysis, design, acquisition and restoration. The basis implementation schedule
is discussed in Section [I[, on page 8. We expect thai Ihc properlies would be acquired and all
restoration work completed within two years of the date of this proposal.

Specific tasks and deliverables will incI~tde wetland delineation reports, property appraisals
and the Napa River Enhancement Plan. Once this is accomplished, design work will proceed
to develop the specific restoration plans for each piece of property acquired. Furthermore,
documentation of the transfer of title for each parcel will be provided.
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III. Ecological/Biological Benefits

The Naps River is widely recognized as an important waterway because it provides critical fish and
wildli fc habitat. Twcnty-fi~’e species of fish arc k~lwn tll inhabil the river, including a remnant
steelhead and saimoa popalation, as described below. The river has historically bad a wide flood
plain regularly overflowed by the river channeh Historical maps thdicatc the dendritic patterns of tidal
slough channels and tidal wetlands. Over the last 150 years, the i~ver has been impacted by channel
and floodplain encroachments with levees aiong its entire urban reach. The river channel has been
artificially constrained by riprap and concrete rubble and the floodplain non’owed by levees and
berms. Riparian vegetation has been removed and exists in a mostly degraded state. Invasive exotic
species stlch as Arundo donax and scat:los are comxrton,

The natural fluvial gcomorphology has aiso been impacted by upstream reservoirs that have trapped
sediments and modified tributary flows. Peak discharges have increased while the development of
the basin contributed to increasing the river channel depth, bank heights and instability. Channel
deepening in cortjunction with the m~iflcial raising of banks with berms and levees - appears to be
the primary change in morphology over time.

While the plan form of the river has remained largely intact over the past 150 years,, a meander cutoff
was constructed at Horseshoe Bend (See Exhibit ) in the 1940s to improve navigation. This has
created a depositional envtronment within the Bend. The tidal sloughs in the project area are filled or
eat off from t~dai flows with berms and dikes and the wetlands have been di’ained with ditches and
farming. Urban aad cattle-based ~noff contribute nutrients and silt so the system, h~ sutmnat3,’, the
ft~lhiwlng factors impaet the project area:

Hydrologic isolation of the flood and marsh plains
lhe physical isolation of the flood and marsh plains
Alteration ol fluvial and tidal slough channel folanS
Elimination of slough channels
Loss of seasonal floodplain wetIands m~d tidal brackish wetland flora and fanna
Loss of riparian zones
Increased nu/rient inputs
Increased water temperatares
Iuu’oduction of exotic plant species
Land use changes and impacts to dyer channels, floodplains and tidal wetlands

Priority Species and Habitat~ Bcnetited By Project

Thi~ pro joel will make it possible l’~r these target wetlands to be restored to several of CALFED’s
designated priority habits, inchiding: seasonal wedand habitats within floodplains; instream aquatic
habitat oF tbe Naps River; riparian habitat; anti saline emergent wetlands habitat in the tidal b@ckish
marsh. These lands have also been identified by DFG as high priority for acquisition because of their
regional importance to the species listed among CALFED’s priorities. The following species and
populations have been identified within the proposed project area by DFG:

CALFED Priority Species and Populati~?~ts~ Fall,rWinter/Spring Run Chinook Salmon; Delta Smelt;
Sacramento Splittail; Steelhead trout; Sturgeon;
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Endangered Species: California Black Rail; Saltiaam’sh Harvest Mouse; Mason’s Lllaeopsis; Delta
Tule Pea;

Other S~: Stupid Bass; Longfin Smelt; Migratory birds; wildfowl; shore birds; neotropical
riparian birds.

The ERRP refers to the Strategic Ot~jectives and Targets for the Delta Smelt (pg. 177), the
Saeramanto splittail (pg. 177), the Steelhead Trout (pg. 178) and the Chinook Salmon (pgs. i77-8),
all of wbich would be addressed by the proposed project. Additionally, special status and candidate
species under the federal Endangered Species Act that potentially occur on this site include:

California freshwater shrimp (endangered);
American peregl~ne falcon (endm~gered);
Califi~rnia red-legged frog (candidate);
Contra Costa goldfields (canc~date); and
20 other species of special status under the Cahfornia Endangered Species Act.

The Giovannorti property (funded by 2nd phase) is known to support a heron!egret rookery
within the trees adjacent to the Napa River. Long-term benefits will accrue to these species
and populations as a result of the restoratmn of these properties. We believe that, due to the
cormniunent of the Department of Fish and Game to hold these lands in perpetuity, these long-term
benefits are virtually guaranteed.

Benefits to OLher Ecos,,’ste~ _P2..~_~grams

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will be a patlmer in the restoration of these lands. Although tdis
prc~iect is proposed as an independeat ecosystem restoration p~oject, both tbe Flood Control District
and the Army Corps agree that the restoration of the flood and marsh plains would have quantifiable
flood damage reduction benefits fur the City of Napa jasl upslream. Therefore, lhis restoration is
planned as a featttre of the Corps prqiect, although not entirely funded through the federal
authorization. Federal and Slate resource agencies regard tlae Napa River~Slapa Creek F!ood
Protection Project as a national model for engaging the Army Corps in less destructive methods
of reducing flood damages. Therefore, this project also offers "preventative" benefits on a national
scale. Please note that the ERPP identifies its StrateNc Plan Objective for "Natural Floodplains
and Flood Processes" (pg, 43) as to "re-establish frequent inundation of floodplains by removing,
breaching, or sctting back levees and, in rcgulatcd rivers, by providing flow releases capable of
inundating floodplains". This description applies perfectly to our proposal.

The basic hypothesis underlying the environmental aspects of the flood protection project is
that the creation of a floodplain terrace at an appropriate elevation would in the presence of
appropriate soil types induce the development (or restoration) of seasonal wetlands and emergent
tidal marsh in these areas. This, in turn, would encu~rage vegetative types to develop and a~tract
target species of fish and wildlife.

Match with CALFED Ecological Non-Ecos~stem Obiectives

The Napa River is the second largest fresh water source for San Francisco Bay (behind the
contribution of Ihe Sacramento ~nd San Joaqdin Rivers) and supplies 14% of the freshwater for the
Bay. It is designated by the San Francisco Bay Area llegional Water Quality Board as a watershed of
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special significance because of its ecological significance and importance to the Bay. The River is
listed by’ the federal government as an "Impaired Water Body" because of sediment and nutrient
overloading. Napa County has established a Watershed Assessment District in collaboration with the
Resource Conservation Districl and California Conservation Corps.

This project would provide for restoration of historic tidal marsh and floodplains, and wifi provide
habitat for indigenous special status and other forms of aquatic life, consistent with the San Francisco
Bay Plan.

The degradation of the wetland environment from its historical condition and the significance of the
Napa River and its environs to San Francisco Bay and species and populations of concern establish
the need for this projecl. Underlying this situation is Ihc crisis condition of imminent threats to these
resources which surfaced a~ter the 1995 floods on the Napa River. This project would make it
possible to have these lands restored to several of CALFED’s pliority habitats, including seasonal
wetland habitats within floodplains, instream aquatic habitat of the Napa River, ~parian habitat,
and saline emergent wetlands hahitat in the tidal brackish marsh.

Resource agencies, however, indicated Ihal a I]ood control project such as the one proposed by the
Army Corps in 1995 would further destabilize the fluvial geomorphology and dynamics of the river
and its associated brackish wefiands, alter the river velocities and discharges, sediment transport rate,
channel geometry and stream bank conditions. Modification of the river hydrology and h~alraulics, in
turn, would alter the tidal prism and affect salinity gradients. This project was dctcrrdincd to result in
losses to intertidal habital, mud flu/s, sloughs and freshwater riparian resources. The cumulative
impacts were determined to result in significantly degraded water quality in the river, impacting
dissolved oxygen, increasing nutrient and total suspended sediment loadings and water temperatures,
with the ultimate loss of the function of the river as an ecosystem of geographic significance.

In response to this proposed Army Corps plan, the community formed its Coalition, as mentioned
above. The resulting plan has multiple benefits, environmental, flood protection, and recreational
in nature. The inclusion of the Napa River Enhancement Plan in the Flood Protection Project will
provide quantifiable benefits, including the creation of more than 400 acres of brackish emergent
marsh and the enhancement of over 100 acres of seasonal wetlands, in the area of the proposed
project alone. Of the 350 acres proposed for acquisition in this particular application, virtually
all of it would become brackish emergent marsh.

The California Fish and Game Department will use a system of adaptive management to help guide
the restoratmn process. The monitoring of sediment transport, deposition, and plant community
recolonization will be central to this effort. Consultant reputes indicate that a number of wetlmad
habitat restoration alternatives exist for the site including: seasonal wetland using precipitation and
local sm~ace runoff; fYeshwater emergent wetlands; brackish water emergent wctlandis, tidal wetlands,
~ipatfan woodland bordering the Napa Pdver, and native uplmad shrub habitats.

As mentioned in the Executive Summary, the ELR/EIS fur the Flood Project will be certified this
spring. ~rhe proposed acquisition process will begin dais smnmer (contingeut upon grant approval)
with a wetlands delineation (completed in September), property appraisals (completed in November),
the development of purchase and sale agreements (completed by J anuat7 2000). and close of escrow
(by end of February). Restoration work by the Corps and/or the Flood Control 13istrlct will begin by
the sun.met of 2000, with the ultimate conveyance to DFG to occur in 2001.
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IV. Technical Feaslbillt~, and Timing

The Napa County Land Trust is acting as the lead organization for this project due Iv its successful
eaperience in similar projects in Napa County, such as the acquisition of the Bull Island for the
Division of State Lands, which is now managed by DFG. The Land Trust has determined that the
proposed acquisitions arc properties owned by sellers who have expressed a willingness to proceed
with negotiations.

With regard to the Flood Control Project, the Final Envh’onmental Impact Report and Statement
(EIR/EIS) are scheduled for certification in May 1999. At that time, the Flood Control Dislrict and
the Corps of Engineers will execute a "Project Coopcration Agreement", which will provide a greater
level of detail regarding acqui.sitiun of property and construction related to the project. It is estimated
that the acquisition of lands, which would begin at the southern end of the (flood) project area (which
coincides with the prqiect site of this proposal) would beg~n in the Summer of 1999, as indicated on
the previous page.

Compliance with various regulations, including primarily the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), will be required. However, the acquisition of these properties is "categorically exempt"
under Class 13 (14CAL, Code of Regulations Section 15313). Any restoration activities, however,
not so exempted and would require a "Negative Declaration". Furthermore, permits would be reqalmd
from Department of Fish and Game (DFG) for certain activities, including any channel altering
activities. Nevertheless, given DFG’s participation in this process as the ultimate property owner and
the fact that the proposed project itself is essentialIy "self mitigating", no problems m’e foreseen on
this front.

In order for the cnnsta’uction work (to be undertaken by the Corps of Engineers) m proceed, the Flood
Control District and Corps will jointly obtain a Section 401(b) water quality certification from the
Bay Area Regional Quality Control Board, anticipated during the second half of 1999. In order to be
able to subdivide the Stewar#Plass property {and the Ghialetta in the initial proposal), the County
Flood Control District - in pamaersl~p with the Land Trust - would indiate the acquisition process
in order to utilize its exemption (public agency) from tile Subdivision Map Act. Furthenuore, Naps
County has a mini mmn lot size of 160 acres in its unincorporated area, including these properties.
In that case, we would be unable to acquire only portions of these properties without the pm’tlcipation
of the Flood Control District.

Utilizing funding from the California Coastal Conservancy, the Naps County Flood Control District
contrac/ed with Philip Williams & Asseeiates of San Francisco for the development of the "Naps
River Enhancement Plan", which rocuses on a 60t)-acre area (proposed project site), identlfying flood
restoration and habitat improvement alternatives for this area. These recommended enhancement
al~rnatives are based on ao understanding of the key physical processes involved in such an
environment, how these processes have been interrupted by human interventions (e.g. levee
constn~ction), how these interventions could be eliminated or modified to restore or enhance natural
wetland and flood plain functions, and how these proposed measures will impact flooding and benefit
fish and wildlife. This Enhancement Plan was completed in November, 1997 (and supplemented in
1998), the results of which provide quantification of the benefits of ~hc proposed project.
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V. Monitorin~ and Data Collection Methodology

The California Depa~ment of Fish and Game will manage and monitor the lands purchased under this
pmposcd grant. The environmental factors which will rcquirc monitllring include: th~ rccolonizakion
eL’native plant species on the graded flood and marsh plains; the survival of planted and volunteer
riparian plant species, the l~cturn of tidal flows in rcstorcd slough channels; the rctaraa of over’dank
~-iver flows onto the floodplain and the extent and rate of sedimentation of the floodplain.

The Department will also be interested in recording the rctmn of" the presence of flora and fauna,
including common species, species and populations of concern, and federal trod state rare and
endangered species and candidates fur State and Pcdcral listings.

The monitoring will be coordinated with the Flood Control District. Any excessive sedimentation
which might impact either the ecological restoration objectives and/or water conveyance in the
floodplain will be addressed in the construction phase of the (flood control) Prqiect. As part of
the Flood Control Project - coinciding with this proposed prqiect an Operations and Maintenance
manual will be produced which will include a vegetation establishment and monitoring plan, along
with other components, which will guide the monitoring process, tt will also establish decision
criteria and corrective actions, when necessary, to assure that the proposed habitat will thrive in
perpetuity. LTnlike conventional Corps projects, tNs O&M IVLanual is being developed by a broad-
based work group, which includes representation from both State and l~ederal resource agencies
(RWQCB, DFG, EPA, etc.) as well as the flood control d~strict and the Corps. This should assure
the inclusion of partmaeters which will reflect the project’s environmental concerns as well as its
flood protection concerns. Furthermore, the inclusion of such items will be a condition of the issuance
of the water quality certification mentioned in Section 13,’ of this proposal. Some of the decisions to
be lnade by this group for the O&M Manual include the dm-ation, fi-equency, mad location of samples
(with ~negard to vegetation establishment, sediment transport and deposition), as well as the report
tiequency (at least annually), folrnat, mad content to be provided. Furthet~nore, specific corrective
actions (if nceessary) will be recommended. The answers to these quostion~ arc currently being
developed and should be completed by Summer 1999.

Aa adaptive management and performance-based management system will address sediment removal
needs, in marked contrast with the conventional practice of flood control districts and Army Corps
projects in which routine maintenance activir2cs arc conductcd without a system of monitoring actual
scditnentation rates and changes in flood plain elevation.

Please note that Ihe ERPP idcnlifics ils Strategic Plan Objeclive for "Natural Floodplains and Flood
Processes" (pg. 43) as m "re-establi sh I~-eqaent inundalion of floodplains by removing, brcaching, or
sehing back lcvccs and, in regulated rivcrs, by providing flow releases capable of inundating
floodplains". This description applies perfectly m the F1 odd Control project as its basic hypothesis.
The basic hypothesis nnderlying the proposed project (coinciding with the environmental aspects of
the flood protection project) is tt~at the creation of a floodplain terrace at an appropriate elevation
would in the presence of approlnSate soil types induce the development (or restoration) of
seasonal wetlands and emergent tidal marsh in these areas. This, in turn, wotdd enconrage vegetative
types to develop and attract target species of fish and wiIdlife. See Table 1 on the following page for
addltion al detail.
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Table I - Monitoring and Data Collection Information

Hypothesis Monitoring Parameters Data Evaluation App.
1 .Creation of flood- Soil testing, appropriate Chemical analysis of soil,
plain tern’ace will in-elevation of terrace, and modeling of flood plain
duce development establishment of fine terrace hydraulics, visual
of seasonal wetlnds requ~’ed hydrology for inspection of area at high
& emergent marsh these environments, tide.
2. These conditions Visual evaluation on a Use of expertise from DFG
will encourage the periodic basis to determineand other agencies to
desired vegetation t}~e trod extent of proper determine the adcquacy
to develop, vegetation, and appropriateness of

vet~elation.
3. Such vegetation PetSodic evaluation of the
will atlract target presence of target species Same as #2
species of fish and of fish and wildlife.
wildiifc and allow
them to thrive.
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V1. Local Involvement

The Napa County Land 1.mst has notified the Naps County Board of Supervisors (and its Plalming
and Public Works directors) of our intent to proceed with this project. The County, through its Flood
Control and Water Conservation DistrZct, is one of our partners in this proposal. The letter of intent
is attached as Exhibit .

The nature of Lhe public oan’each and involvement in the Naps Ri vet Community Plmming process is
generally agreed to be virtually unprecedented in Calift3rnia river planning. Early in the process, it
was determined that no plao for the Napa River would be feasible without the political support oI a
broad a1~ay of stakehoMers. The Naps River Wetland Restoration Project for which this proposal
seeks flmding is a broadly-supported featm-e of the Naps River Cotm-nanity Plan. Consensus-building
platming sessions were conducted by Moore, lacafanu and (loltsman, a Berlreley consulting firm that
specializes in community involve~nent. Plm~s have been developed with the participation of ten
federal and state agencies and twenU-two community groups.

Because Ihe regulatory agencies have been paff~eipants in the planning process, wc believe that
they arc more likely to support the resulting plan. The Naps River Wetland Restoration project
(an articulated in the enclosed Enhaoccmcnt Plan) has bucomc a part of the General Design
Memorandum and Final Supplemantal Environmental Impact Statcmcnt/lteport lbr the Naps River
flood protection project.

The Napa River Community Plan is being coordinated with other Napa CounW and North Bay plans.
The Naps Counly Resource Conservation District, which has been an active member of the planning
process, is coordinating its plans for Naps River riparian restoration, set back levees, flood plain
casements, native grasses and plan eo~rKnurthy restoration and stormwater management on upper
watershed lribularies with the lower watershed plans.

This coordination of the upper and lower watershed enhancement and restoration efforts will produce
cumulative benefits for stormwater management moderation of the frequent, low-to-moderate flood
events, sediment reduction and habitat improvement and water quality benefits. Meetings have been
held to coordinate efforts among the Naps Coumy Resource Conservation District, the North Bay
Cargill Wetland restoration project, the American Canyon acquisition and wetland restoration project,
Cullinan Ranch tidal restoration and Sonoma Creek floodplain and wetlands acquisition and
restoration and this proposed project.

The landowners of these two properties, as well as those adjacent who have been subjects of prior
C:MASED proposals, have all been involved in the discussions and the plmming process for this area.
As par. of the implementation of the first phase of this project (Ghisletta acquisition), all property
owners within 300 feet were notified by the County Department of Conservation, Planrdng, and
Development of the intended acquimdon (a~td subdivision) of that parcel. A public hearing was held
by the County Planning Commission subsequent to that horace, at which time no public comments
were made on the issue.
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VII. Costs

As indicated in the Executive Summary, we propose to acquire two adjacent pazcels of real propel~y
along the Napa River. adjacent two the two parcels previously funded for acquisition under this
program. These activities are summarized in Section 11. Project costs are delineated in two ways
first, "Acquisition & Restoration", and second, "Administrative", with the latter category including
staff time, overhead, and professional services (e.g. appraisers, attorneys, title and escrow fees, etc.)

Project costs are delineated by the two categories of Acquisition & Restoration and Administraaon,
with the latter category, including staff time, overhead, and professional services (e.g, appraisers,
attorneys, title and escrow fees). It is estimated that the total cost is as follows:

Calve (204 acres @ $5K per acre (est’d)) = $1,020,000
Plass (150 acres ~ $12K per acre (est’d))= $1,800,000
Restoration activities = $ 100,000
Adrainistration = $ 50,0t)0
Total = $2,970,000

*Note: The estimated proportion of uplands to wetlands (to be confirmed by appraisal) is the cause
tbr the difference in average cost per acre,

The schedule for compIetion of activities is as lbllows:

Grant award and contract execution - July!August 1999
Contract issued/work completed fl~r wetlands delineation - September 1999
Contract issued for property appraisals - Oclober 1999
Appraisals completed- NovembcriDcccmbcr 1999
Negotiations with property owners and Flood Control District (for conveyance and maintenance
easements) completed -December/January 2000
Purchase and Sale Agreements execoted/escrow opened Ianuary/Febmary 2000
Close of escrow - March 2000
Restoration work - Summer 2000
Title conveyed to Depariment of Fish and Game - 2001
Monitor and Evaluate Restoration Plan - ongoing

Payments would be requested to coincide with the obligations listed above. The primary funding
request, in the estimated amount of $2.8 million, would coincide with the opening of escrow in
January or February of 2000. The request for $100,000 in restoration funding would be submitted
after the close of escrow on both properties, in the Spring of 2000 (perhaps over two quarters),
Administrative funds ($50,000) would be requested incrementally - initially, in an estimated amomat
of $15,000 in September to cover the costs of wetlands delineations, appraisals and the basic costs
of administration for the first quarter. Subsequently, on a quarterly basis over a 15 month period, the
remaining administrative funds would be requested at a rate of approxmiately $7,000 per quarter, as
indicated in Table 2 on the following page.
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Table 2 - Q~ ~arterly Bu ]get (*Note: Q1 is October-December, 1999~ Q6 ~ anuary-Ma ~ch~ 2001)
Task QI* Q2      Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Total
Acq.tRest. - 0 - 2,82[),000 50,000 50,000 - 0 - - 0 - 2,920,000
AdmirdPM 15,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 50,000
Total 15~.000 2~827,.0011 57,.00fl 57,000 7~000 %000 2~970~000

Table 3 - Total Budget
Task        Direct      Salary &    Service     Acquisit’n Miscell.     O’head& Total

Labor Hrs. Benefits Contracls Costs Costs Indirect Costs
Acquisit’n 8,000 ] 2,820,000 2,828,000
Resterat’n 100,000 100,000
PM Task 1000(hrs) $ 24,000 5,000 8,000 5,000 42,000
*Note: Direct Labor Hours ove~ an 18-month to 24-month period.
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VIII. Cost Shal-ing

As described em’lier, this project is being planned in corijonction with the Naps River Flood
Protection Project and in cooperation ~vith the Naps County Flood Control District and the U.S.
Army Carps of Engineers, the pallncrs in that project. The District and the Colps are equal partners
in the cost of that project. The District is primarily responsible for property acquisition, relocations,
bridge attd utility 1vplaccmcnts while the Corps is primarily responsible for the excavation of flood
plain and marsh plain tenaces and the construction of flood walls and levees. Each pa~y will pay for
all of the costs of the items that they are responsible for, with annual reimbursements scheduled to
assure that neither party pays more than its fair share.

While the Corps has long had a federal authorization for this project and now has a Congressional
appropriation to support that, the Courtly had to rely on a ballot measure for a ~/~-cent sales tax, which
passcd by a 68% vote in March 1998. While this sales tax is expected to generate $120 million over
its 20 year life, $40 million of this amount is dedicated to smaller projects in other Naps County
municipalities. The remaining $80 million is required to pay for both project costs mad the debt
service on the $48 million sales tax revenue bond issue which is matlcipated for later this year. The
reason for the bond issue is the fact that most of the costs on the County’ s side of the ledger will be
generated in the first 3 years of the project, those being primarily land acquisition costs. The revenue
stream generated by the sales tax won’t allow those expenditures to occur in a timely manner, hence
the need for the cash infusion by the bond issue. Nevertheless, since the County’s share of the cost
of the Flood Control Project is expected to exceed $90 million, other funditag sources are ~equited.
The most li kely sources are State and Federal grants tbr land aoquisition and habilat reslors~Jon,
given the environmentaI benefits of that project. Such g~ants are anticipated from the California
Coastal Conservancy, the Federal Emergency Management Agency, and the State Lands Commission,
as well as CALVED (which has already prowded $1.4 million).

(liven the federal cost sharing nature of the flood control project, the applicant requests that any
funding provided in response to this proposal be made using State (rather than t?deral) fiends, if
at all feasible.
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IX. Applicant Qualifications

The Napa County Land Trust is acting as the lead organizat~o~ for this prqiect due to its successful
experience witb similar projects in Napa County, such as the acquisition of the Bull Island wetlands.
Tile Trust has determined that the acquisitions proposed heruin am properties whose owners have
exprasscd a willingness to proc~d with negotiations, appraisals and lcgal review necessary to effect
these transactiona

The mission of the Napa County Land Trust (NCLT) is to "acquire and preserve natural resources and
wildlife areas for the use and enjoyment of present and tuture generations, to preserve and protect
historic sites, to educate the public about the wise use of natural resoklrces and to work with other
orgamzations having similar purposes."

In response to growing development pressures, the NCLT was formed in 1976 by a group of rcsidents
who eared about the Napa Valley and shared concerns about the protection of agricultural lands,
wetlands, woodlands, watersheds, wildlife habitat, and open space lands that together sustain
ecological diversity and a rural way of life. The NCLT is a member-supported, 501(c)(3) non-profit
organization with an annual operating budget of $350,000 funded primzmly by membership dues,
chm~table contributions from nidi~aduals, businesses, and foundations, and income from a small
endowment fund.

Working primarily in the private sector, with no ongoing support from an3," taxing authority or
govenament agency, the NCLT has succeeded in permanently protecting over 13,000 acres of open
space and agricultural land to date thanks to dedicated volunteer leadership and financial support
from loyal members. Operarions are carried out by a 15-nrember Board of Trustees, which serves
wilhout compensation, various committees, and a small professional staff.

The individual responsible for the coordination of the CALFED proposal will be John Hoffnagla,
NCLT Executive Director. His qualifications are as ~-i~llows: B.S. Biology University of Oregon
(1976), MFS Yale School of Forestry (1978); Oregon Land Steward - The Nature Conservancy
(1979-1984); Director of Development - Greenbelt Alliance (1987-1989); Administrative Director -
Tropical Rcsourcea Institute (1984-86), Yale School of Forestry; board member Strong Foundation
for Environmental Values. He also serves on tbe Bay Area Open Space Council and is a regular
speaker at regional and national land trust conferances and wnrkshops. Mr. Hoffnagie has experience
in all phases of open space rcal estate acquisition including fee simple gdfts, estate planning, and
market purchases. Mr. Hoffnagle had an undergraduate emphasis in cstum~nc ecology and was the
recipient of an interdiscplinary Nalional Science Foundation grant in 1976 to study tim hiolagical and
social aspects of wetland preservation. He is the author of five publications regarding salt marshes
and their ecological function including Esli mates of Vascular Plant Prlmarv Production in a West-
Coast Saltmarsh Estuarine Ecosystem in Northwesl Science (Vol. 54, 1980). This research was the
first to look at the productivity of salt marshes on/hc Pacific Coast.

The NCLT has successthlly completed twelve AGENCY PRE-ACQUISITION projects to date, as
follows:

,. WHITE SLOUGH MARSH 38-acre tidal marsh transferred to Department of Fish and Game
(1978).
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* DALE PETERS CL’~q3E RESERVE - 40-acre forest conveyed to Napa College for environmental
studies (19"79).
* PALISADES SV~rAR’I?Z C,~NYON 120 aares acquired in 1981. To be transferred to RLS State
Park July 1997.
.- ZINFANDEL PARK IIomeowner’s neighborhood park established in 1985 for the City of St.
Helena.
~" QUAIL RIDGE WB~DERNESS PRESERVE - Over 500 acres of rare habitat at Lake Berryessa
conveyed to UC Reserve System via Wildlife Conservation Board and Quail Ridge Wilderness
Conservancy.
* PATTEN MT, ST, ItELENA MEgE - Ilistoric 25 acre mine. site of Robert Louis Stevenson’s
honeymoon cabin and subject of the popular novel Silverado Squatters, U’ansfen~:l to RLS State Park
in 1988.
* MONTESOL In 1994 the NCLT worked with a willing landowner to transfer 300-acres to RLS
State Park,
* TABLE ROCK r In 1994 the NCLT transferred a spectacular 150-acre landmark formation to RLS
State Park.
÷ BULL ISLAND - 109-acres wetland m~d the most recent agency pre-acquisition. In 1997 the NCLT
worked closely with Department of Fish and Game to permanently protect this tidal wetland. Funds
were secured from the State Lands Commission, Napa Wildlife Commisslon, and private donations.
Propet~ty was transferred to State Lands Commission.
÷ PALISADES TRAn - 540 acre addition to RLS State Park in the final stages of completion, A
spectacular trail corridor that will connect Mt. St. Helena to the historic Oat Hill Mine Road and
c~¢antually allow for the construction of a trail from Calistoga to the summit of Mt. St. Heleaa.
Escrow to clese in July of 1997.

The NCLT works with willing landowners in three ways to protect agricultural and open space lands
permanently by 1) ACCEPTING OUTRIGHT DONATIONS - owned by ~he NCLT and slated to
remain as such permanently, 2) CIIEATUS-G CONSERYATION AGllEEMENTS la~ that
remain in privare ownership but are subject to deed restrictions which limit.future development, and
3) AGENCY PIlE-ACQUISITION - lands that will be or have been transferred to a governmental
agency or another nonprofit organization.

The NCLT’s major tbcus of activity is within the boundaries of Napa County which encompasses
~wer 500,000 acres of unique and diverse tm~-ain. The NCLT also holds conservation easements on
properties in 3 neighboring counties as well. NCLT has also aided the new Lake County Land Trust
with its initial organization and continues to ath’ise them when requested.

With an aelivc Board of Trustees and over 1,200 members, the NCLT now manages 2,0110 aere~ in
four permanent preserves and holds conservation agreements ~m over ll/,011ll acres denoted by private
landowners. On three of the pcrtnancnt preserves the NCLT is presently implcnacntlng restoration
ecology programs. A riparian restoration prc~gram to improve fish habitat on Redwood Creek is being
dcvclopcd at the 380-acre Archer Taylor Preserve, A native osk planting program is undel~ay at the
730-acre Wantrup Wildlife Sanctuary- in Pope Valley. On a 12-acre preserve within the city limits of
Napa the NCLT has established the "Connolly Ranch Agricultural and Envimnmentai Elementar~
Education Center" which serves as the site for a number of collaborative educational program~ with
the school district and ~ther community organizations.
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X. CO.MPLIANCE WITH STANDARD TEl[MS AND CONDITIONS

As per Table D-1 "Standard Contract Clauses and Related Proposal Submittal Requirements", the
Napa County Land Trust, a 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization, het~eby submits its "Nondiscrimination
Compliance Statement", ~ttached as Exhibit 4. This Statement is consistent with the policies of the
Land Tin,st.
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EXHIBIT 3

 mCOUNTY
LAND TRUST

April 14, 1999

Napa County Board of Supervisors
1195 Tkird Street
Napa~ CA 94559

Intent to submit proposal to CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Prepare

Dear Board of Supervisors:

As part of our ongoing work with the Napa County Flood Centre{ and Water Conservation
District, the Land Trust is curremly applying for a third grant from the CALFED Ecosystem
Restoration Program to a~quire property south of httola Avenue that will be restored ~s wetlands
and ownership transferred to the State Department offish and Gante,

In two previous CALFED grants the Land Trust has received funds fi’om the U.S. Bureau of
R~clamation for $1.000.000 and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Serwce tbr $435°000 to acquire and
restore properties in the South Woland Opportunity Area. We are currently moving ahead otx
these acquisitions. In this currem pmposalwearerequesfing fundstoacquiretwomoreparcels
south oflmola Avenue to further the implementation of the restoration program.

I look forward to comitming our work with you and Napa County in makiog the Living River
Strategy one that We can look back on in 10 years and see as one of the most positive pac~s of
our work Please cOntact me if you need more information.

Best gegards,

co: Ken Johanson, Director_ Public Works
leffrey Redding, Director, Conservation, Development and Planning

i040MainStreet/Suite208 N̄apa, California 94559 . Phone:TOT/252 3~70 -Facsimile: 707/252-107l
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NONDISCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE S"tATEMENT

NAPA COUNTY LAND TRUST

The company nazned above (hereinafter refexred to as "In.Sleeve contractor") hereby certifies, unless
sp~ically exempted, compliance wilh Government Code Secdon 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, ~d¢ 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating ~o repo~ng req~r~nls and the
developmeat, ~plementation and mai~teamaee of a Nondiscrimination Progra~ ~ve con~tor
agrees llOt to unlawfldly discfimina~ harass or allow hm’nssmemt against any employee or applicant for
employrnem because o¢ ~0t, race, colc~, vaceary, teliglom creed, ttatlstml origin, disaNlity (iacludlag
HIV sad/kiDS), medical ccmdition (caue~), age, marital slams, ~ of fami!y and medical camleave
~md denial of ~gnm~cy di~abili~ leave.

CERTIFICATION

1, the official named bel~ hereby swear tha~ I ~n duly authorized ~ legally bind tha prospecth,e
contractor ~ the above described certifu~1i~ I am fully aware that this certificati~ executed
dat~ ¢mdin tl~ COtalty belo~ is made ~ler l~nalty of p~rjury under the laWS of the State tTf

John Hof fnagle

,Napa, California

~cutive Director

Napa Count_t_t_t~and Trust ~~
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APPLICATION FOR
F~EDERAL ASSISTANCE

[2. DATIE SUBMITTEO
Appl,cant Iderrtitisr

April 15,, 1999

~pa County Land Trust

Napa, CA 94559 (Napa Coun[y) John Hoffnagle, Executive Director

CALFED

South Napa River Wetlands hcquisitic
mnd Restoration Program - s roposed

Nap~ County marshland habitat

8/99~     8/01 Mike Thompson Mike Thompson

75,000 Pos sEw~w
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SIGNATUREOF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAl

DATE
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OMB Approval NO. 034~)44
BUDGET INFORMATION - Non-Construction Pro.~rams

Grant Program Catalog of Federal Estimated Unobligeted Funds New or Revised Budget

1. L~N~ $ $ $ 2,820,000 $ iS 2,820,000

2. HABITAT 100,000 50,000 150,000
3. ADMIHISTRATIO[ 50,000 25,00~ 75,000

5 Tomls $ $ $ 2,970,000 $ 75,000 3,045,000

I $ $

?. Program Income ]$ 0 I$     0 $     0 =    0



INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-4;?.4

public reporting burden for this collection of Infon~ation is estirnaled to average 45 nlinutes per response, including time for rev~ewln~
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering ~nd maintaining the data needed, and cow.plating and reviewing the collection

reducing this burden, to Ihe Office ~f Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0043), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
~_SEEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROV DED BY THE .SPONSORING AGENCY.

the applicant’s submission.

1. .~eff-explan~t oil,. 12. List only the largest pelihea! entities affe~ed (e.g., State,
counties, cities).

applicable) and applicant’s control number (If applicable), 13, Self-explanatory.

District(s) affected by the program or project.

are included, show breakdown on an attaohed sheet.
6. Enter Employer Identification Number (EIN) as assigned by the For multiple program funding, use totals and show

-- "New" means a new assistance awsrd, 17. This question applies to the applicant organization, not
the person who signs as the ~uthorized representative.

-- "Continuation" means an extension for an ~dditlonal Calegoriee of debt Include delinquent audit
funding/budget pedod for a proie~t wi~h a projected ~isallowances, loans and taxes.
completion data.

18 "1"o be ~igned by the authorized representative of the

10. Use the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance number and
lille of the program under which assistance is mquested.

pro, perry prc, jectt), allach a map showing project 10~ation. For

description of this project.
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(a) Grar~t Program (b) Applicant (c) State (d) Other Sources (e) TOTALS

8. LAND ACQUISITION 0 0 0 $ 0

FIABI TAT RESTORATION 0 0 50,000 50~ 000

ADMINISTRATION 0 0 25,000 25,000

12. TOTAL (sum of lines B - 11)

~

0 0 75,000 75,000

13. Fedeml
2,956,000 15,000 2~827,000 57,000 $ 57,000

14. NonFederal 70,000 5,000 5,000 30t000 30,000
15. TOIAL (sum 0f lines 13 and 14) 3,026,000

~

2,832,000 87,000 87,000

(a) Grant Program FUTUR£ FUNDING PERIODS (Years}
(b) FirSt {C) Second (d} Third (e) Fourth

17 HABITAT RESTORATION 0 0 0 0
16 ADMINISTRATION 14,000 0 0 0
~9

$¯ " 0 0 0

21 Dir~dCha~s: N/A 22. lindi~c~Cha~ss: 25% predetermined

In section C (above), column (d), line 10 refers to In-Kind resouroes pzovlded by the

Napa County Flood Control District; line 9 refers to estimated cash contribution of the



INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424A

Public reporting burden for this collectic~n of information ig estimated to average 180 minutes per response, including time for
reviewing instructions, s~archh~g existing data sources, g~ttheri~ag and maintaining the dam needed, and completing and r~viewing
the collection of infonnation. Sond comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect or this collection o~ information,
including suggestions lot reduelng this b~arden, to the Office of Management and l~udget, Paperwork Reduction

I Project (0348-0044), Washington. DC 20503.
PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR cOMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MA.MA(~EMENT AND BUDGET,

IS END IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This form is designed so that application am be made tbr fundsagency. Enter in Columns (c) and (d) the estimated amounts of

bu dgem to be separme b’ shown by function or ~ctivity. For othersum of amounts M Columns (e) and (0

applications should contain a breakdogvi~ by the object class shown in Columns (e) and (0. The ~[lount (s) hI Column (g)
categories shown in Lines a-k of Section B. should not equal *he sum of amounts in Colullms (e) and (0.

Columns (e) and C0 on Line 5.

pr oj~c~ for*he first funding p~tiod (u~trally a y~ar).
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ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

instructions, searching ~xisting data sources gathering and malntaimng the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection ol

reducing lhis burden, Io the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project I0348 0040) Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET.
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY,

awarding agency Further certain Federal awarding agencies may require ~pp icants to certify to additional assurances. If such
i8 the case you will be nolified,

As the du y author zed reore~enlat ve of the abl: leant I certify that the ap~ ~c~nl

Has the legal authority to apply for Fedora assistance Act of 1973 as ar~en~e~ (29 U.£.O §794), ~’hieh
and the institutional managerial and financial capability prohibits discdmination on the bas;s of handicaps; {d)

of proje¢[ eosl to ensure proper planning, managemenl US.C §§6101-6107), which prohibits a[scnm~nation
an(~ complel~on of [ne proJec~ aescr~bec~ - this en the bas~s of ago; re) the Drug Abuse Office and
application. Treatment Acl ~f 1972 (P,L. ~2-255~. as amengec

2 Wi ~ive the awarding agency, the Comptroller General a~use lfl the Comprenens=ve Alcoho~ Abuse ann

documents r~lated to the award; and will establish a alcoholism (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
proper account’ng system in accordance with generally Service Act of 1912 (42 US,C. §§290 dd-3 and 290 ee
accepted accounting standards or agency direbtives. 3), as &me~ded, foisting to confidentiality of alcohol

and drug abuse ~atlent records; (h) Title "Mill of the
3. W~]I es~[blish safeguards to prohibil employees from evil Rights Act of 1968 (42 U.S.O. §§3601 et seq.), as

presents the appearance of personal or organizational rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondiscrimination provis one in lhe specific statute(s)

under which application Ior Federal assistance is being

time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
agency, application.

5 Will comply wilh thelstergovernmental Personnal Act of 7. Will comply, or has already complied, with the
1970 (42 U.S.C. §§4728-4763) relating to prescrbed requirements of Titles II and III of the Uniform
standards for merit systems for programs funded under Relocalion Assistance and Real Properly Acquisition
one of the 19 statutes or regulations specified in Policies Act of 1970 (P L. 91-646) which provide /or
Appendix A el OPM s Standards for a Merit System of fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or
Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. g00, Subpart F). ~vhose property is acquired as a result of Federal or

federallyassialeg programs. These requirements apply
6. Wi!l comply with all Federal statutes relating to to all interests in real property acquired for project

nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to: purposes regardless ef Federal pa~itcipation in
(a) Title VI of Ihe Ct~il Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352) purchases.
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b) Title IX of the Education 8. Will comply, as applicable, with provisions of the
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C §§1681- Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)
1683 and 1685-1886), which prohibits discrimination on which limit the political activities st employees whose
the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation principal employment activities are funded in whole or

in part with Federal lueqs.
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF ,t2~IA (continued)

project over the succ~editxg f~ding period (u~uaHy in year~).
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Napa County Land Trust Apri! 15, 1999
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